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For International Organization 


Following a series of conferences with Pro- 


League and Pro-Association Democrats and 
Republicans, the fF. P. A. is forming a sub- 
committee which will publish shortly two 
pamphlets: An argument for the necessity ol 
international organization and co-operation 





either through the present League of Nations or 
through an association of nations, and second, 
a statement of what the League of Nations has 
accomplished to date. 

the Washington Conference is over and the 
Ireaties ratified. The conviction grows that the 
present Administration intends to rest there so 
tar as international co-operation is concerned. 
At any rate, if there are any definite plans under 
way for the association of nations which Presi- 
dent Harding promised us or for Americas en- 
trance into the present League (which we were 
assured by the thirty-one Republicans in Oc- 
tober, 1920, would best be realized by voting tor 
Mr. Harding) we hope to strengthen the lorces 
working for this culmination. Certainly Amer- 
ica’s active participation in any helpiul form of 
international co-operation would be hailed with 
acclamation by an increasing number oi Amer- 
icans who are thoroughly dissatisfied with our 
continued isolation. 

The personnel of the committee referred to 
above is not yet complete. | urther announce- 
ment will be made shortly. 

“I have subscribed to the ‘News Bulletin’ 
since it first came to my notice but have, | be- 
lieve, not joined the Association. 

“I find the Bulletin so interesting and con- 
sider the work of the Association in educating 
public opinion on international questions so 
valuable. and so well done, that I cannot refrain 
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The Russo-German Agreement 


‘ 7 noe 
(Continued jr inside page 


This exercise by Germany and Russia of their 
sovereign right to conclude international engage- 
the natural result of the reciprocal 
of the Russian and the German peoples, 
doubtless the Allied policy 
of diplomatic and trade blockade of Russia and 
the imposition upon Germany of reparations 


obligations beyond her capacity to pay. 


was hastened by 


Why then the outburst of indignation which 
has greeted this treaty? Why charges of “dis- 
lovalty” and “treachery”? Russia and Germany 
1ave merely made peace, mutually cancelled 
var claims and agreed to work together for the 
“alleviation of their economic difficulties in the 
most benevolent spirit.” They have bargained 
away nothing which belongs to the Allies. 





But is this not a “secret treaty”? Only in the 
fact that the preliminary negotiations were not 
published. No more secret than our recent 
treaty with Germany. Now, as then, everyone 
knew of the negotiations. Now, as then upon 
the signature of the treaty, the text was pub- 
lished. Statesmen responsible for the secret 
treaties made during the war which were never 
officially published and not even transmitted to 
the associated powers—statesmen responsible for 
the recent secret treaty with the Kemalist Turks 

have short memories. 


Probably Germany has made a_ tactical 
blunder, temporarily at least strengthening the 
hands of the nationalists in France against Lloyd 
George’s policy of moderation and conciliation. 
Russia alone has certainly profited by the agree- 
ment; but neither Germany nor Russia are, be- 
cause of it, guilty of disloyalty or treachery. 
Rather they have been guilty of launching on 
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PENING refusal of the 

French to consider the Russian proposal for 
land disarmament, the first week of the Genoa 
Conference culminated with the startling an- 
nouncement on Easter Sunday of the signing 
of a “Treaty of Amity and Commerce” between 
Germany and Russia. The intervening days 
were crowded with significant developments: 

(a) The shaping of hundreds of represent- 
atives from more than thirty states into a work- 
ing organization; 

(b) The admission of Russia and Germany 
on a basis of equality on almost all the important 
COMMISSIONS 5 

(c) A series of informal, intimate and ap- 
parently friendly conferences between the heads 
of the chief Allied delegations and the Russian 
representatives ; 


with the dramatic 


(d) The presentation of claims and counter- 
claims by the Allies and Russia; 

(e) A preliminary survey by technical com- 
missions of such problems as currency and 
price inflation, tariff barriers, ete., which are 
so largely hindering the economic rehabilita- 
tion of Europe; 

(f) The tacit recognition 


that reparations 
must be considered a 


phase of the whole 
rroblem of governmental foreign obligations. 
} 5 5 5 


Russian Obligations and Claims 

The Allies propose that Russia reconize: 

(a) Her pre-war debts ; 

(b) Her obligations assumed by the Czar 
during the war; 

(c) Her responsibility for compensation to 
foreign owners of property nationalized in Rus- 
Sia. 


THE RUSSO-GERM 


The amount of these 
at $12.000.000.000 
$10,000.000.000. 


The Russian representatives, accepting in 
principle these obligations, replied that formal 
agreement to make restitution must depend on 
recognition by the Allies of their responsibility 
for damages done in Russia by the forces of 
the counter-revolutionists, Kolchak, Denikin 
and Wrangel. The initial sum of $60,000,000 
OOO for these has successively 
scaled down to $20,000,000,000 with a proposal 
for an immediate payment of $4,000,000,000. 
These figures, whose absurdity is only equalled 
by the reparation estimates made by some of 
the British and French representatives in 1919, 
ire obviously put forward for barg 
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Lloyd George answered that the Allies 
prepared to consider Russia’s claims, but only 
after the recognition by the Soviets of their 
obligations under the three heads specified. Here 


the issue rests for the present. 


were 


Russia does not 
expect the Allies to accept more than a fraction 
of the obligations claimed because of military 
intervention. No one expects Russia to pay 
anything now, nor within the next six or seven 
years. What the realists like Lloyd George 
want is a formal recognition by the Soviet rep- 
resentatives of Russia’s obligations, thus clear 
ing the way for commercial and diplomatic re 
cognition. The net result of the statement of 
claims and counter-claims is to have enabled 
Russia to put for the first time clearly before 
the world its demand for “set-offs.” 


AN AGREEMENT 





ERMANY, following the example of Poland 

and the Baltic states, has now formally re- 
sumed trade and diplomatic relations with 
Russia. The text of the “Treaty of Amity and 
Commerce,” signed Easter Sunday by Chicherin 
and Rathenau, follows: 


ArticLE 1—(a) The German and Russian Govern- 
ments have agreed to settle wartime questions on the 
following basis: The German Government and the 
Soviet Republic reciprocally renounce reimbursement 
of war expenses as well as reimbursement of war dam- 
ages and also damages suffered by their subjects in the 
war territories because of military measures, including 
requisitions carried out in the enemy’s country. Like- 
wise the two contracting parties renounce reimburse- 
ment of civil damages caused by the so-called excep- 
tional laws or by coercive measures by State authorities. 

(b)—All legal relations concerning questions of pub- 
lic or private law resulting from the state of war, in- 
cluding the question of merchant ships acquired by 
either side during the war, shall be settled on a basis 
of reciprocity. 

(c)—Germany and Russia mutually renounce the 
payment of expenses caused by prisoners of war, in the 
same way as the Reich renounces payment of expenses 
caused by the internment of soldiers of the Russian 
army. The Russian Government renounces payment of 
the sum Germany has derived from the sale of Russian 
army material transported into Germany. 

ArticLE 2—Germany renounces all claims resulting 
from the enforcement of the laws and measures of the 


Soviet Republic as they have affected German nationals 
of their private rights or the rights of the German Reich 
itself, as well as claims resulting from measures taken 
by the Soviet Republic or its authorities in any other 
way against the subjects of the German Reich or their 
private rights, provided the Soviet Government shall 
not satisfy similar claims made by any third State. 

ArticLe 3—Consular and diplomatic relations be 
tween the Reich and the Federal Republic of Soviets 
shall be resumed immediately; the admission of Con- 
suls to both shall be arranged by 
agreement. 

ArticLe 4—Both Governments further that the 
rights of the nationals of either of the two parties on 
the other’s territory, as well as the regulation of com- 
mercial relations, shall be based on the most favored 
nation principle. This principle does not include the 
rights and facilities granted by the Soviet Government 
to another Soviet State or to any State that 
formed part of the Russian Empire. 

ARTICLE 5—The two Governments undertake to give 
each other mutual assistance for the alleviation of their 
economic difficulties in the most benevolent spirit. In 
the event of a general settlement of this question on an 
international basis they undertake to have a preliminary 
exchange of views. The German Government declares 
itself ready to facilitate as far as possible the con- 
clusion and execution of economic contracts between 
private enterprises in the two countries. 

ArTIcLE 6—Clause 1, Paragraph B and Clause 4 of 
this agreement shall come into force after ratification 
of this document; the other clauses will come 
force immediately. 
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